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THE SHARP ESTIMATE OF NODAL SETS
FOR DIRICHLET LAPLACE EIGENFUNCTIONS IN POLYTOPES

YINGYING CAI AND JINPING ZHUGE

Abstract. Let P be a bounded n-dimensional Lipschitz polytope, and let ϕλ be

a Dirichlet Laplace eigenfunction in P corresponding to the eigenvalue λ. We show

that the (n−1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the nodal set of ϕλ does not exceed

C(P )
√
λ. Our result extends the previous ones in quaisconvex domains (including

C1 and convex domains) to general polytopes that are not necessarily quasiconvex.

1. Introduction

Let ϕλ be the Laplace eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue λ > 0 on an

n-dimensional compact smooth Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let Z(ϕλ) = {x ∈ M :

ϕλ(x) = 0} be the nodal set of ϕλ. S.T. Yau conjectured that (n − 1)-dimensional

Hausdorff measure of Z(ϕλ) is comparable to
√
λ. The original conjecture is still open,

while much progress can be found in, e.g., [1, 2, 9, 8, 10, 13, 7, 3, 4]. We refer to [11]

for a detailed introduction on the Yau’s conjecture.

In this paper, we study the nodal sets of Laplace eigenfunctions in a bounded domain

Ω ⊂ Rn satisfying the Dirichlet boundary condition on ∂Ω. We are interested in how

the regularity or geometry of the boundary affects the size of nodal sets near the

boundary. Precisely, let (ϕλ, λ) be the eigenpair satisfying −∆ϕλ = λϕλ in Ω and

ϕλ = 0 on ∂Ω. If ∂Ω = ∅ or ∂Ω is real analytic, the Yau’s conjecture was proved by

Donnelly-Fefferman [1, 2]. We remark that the sharp lower bound estimate, namely

Hn−1(Z(ϕλ)) ≥ c(Ω)
√
λ, actually holds independent of the boundary geometry, due

to the interior density of nodal sets. However, the boundary geometry will play a

crucial role in the upper bound estimate as the nodal set may concentrate near the

irregular boundary. Recently, Logunov-Malinnikova-Nadirashvili-Nazarov [12] proved

the sharp upper bound for C1 domains (or Lipschitz domains with sufficiently small

Lipshcitz constant), namely Hn−1(Z(ϕλ)) ≤ C(Ω)
√
λ. Following the similar idea and
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taking advantage of the properties of convex domains, Zhu-Zhuge [14] generalized the

result to quasiconvex domains, which is a class of Lipschitz domains that includes

both C1 and convex domains. As far as we know, all the previous results do not cover

(nonconvex) polygonal domains with very simple geometry. Note that the upper bound

estimate of nodal sets is a global property and the previous results cannot rule out the

possibility of concentration of the nodal sets in the vicinity of nonconvex corners or

ridges of polygonal domains.

The contribution of this paper is to prove the sharp estimate of the nodal sets for

Dirichlet Laplace eigenfunctions in bounded Lipschitz polytopes, which are higher-

dimensional generalization of two-dimensional polygons and three-dimensional polyhe-

dras. The precise mathematical characterization of polytopes will be given in Section

3. The main result of this paper is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let P be a bounded n-dimensional Lipschitz polytope. Let ϕλ be a

Dirichlet eigenfunction of the Laplace operator corresponding to the eigenvalue λ, i.e.,
{
−∆ϕλ = λϕλ in P,

ϕλ = 0 on ∂P.

Then, the (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the nodal set of ϕλ, denoted by

Hn−1(Z(ϕλ)), satisfies

Hn−1 (Z (ϕλ)) ≤ C
√
λ, (1.1)

where C depends only on P and n.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on a lifting argument to convert the eigenfunctions

in P to harmonic functions in P × R. Then the difficulty of estimating the nodal

sets for harmonic functions lies in the uniform control of the doubling index centered

at any points, particularly when the points are close to the corners or ridges. We

develop an approach to control the doubling index which involves the monotonicity and

propagation of the doubling index in star-shaped domains, the geometric properties of

polytopes (near corners, ridges, etc) and the estimation of maximum star-shape radius

(MSR). We remark that our approach may also apply to general second order elliptic

equations in piecewise smooth/convex domains. To avoid complexity, we do not pursue

this generality in the present paper.

Notations. Throughout the paper, we denote by c, c1, c2, · · · , small positive con-

stants and C,C1, C0, · · · , large positive constants depending only on n and P , which
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may change from line to line. We use Br(x) or B(x, r) to denote the ball of radius

r centered at x. Denote by d(A,B) the Euclidean distance between the objects A

and B (which could be points or sets). Denote by B(E, r) = {x : d(x, E) < r} the

r-neighborhood of the set E. We write a ∧ b = min{a, b} for a, b ∈ R.

Organizations. The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2

we recall the monotonicity of the doubling index in star-shaped domains (the outline

of the proof will be given in Appendix) and prove a property on the propagation of

doubling index. In Section 3, we study the useful properties of polytopes. Section 4 is

dedicated to the uniform estimate of the doubling index. The main theorem is proved

in Section 5.

Acknowledgements. J.Z. is partially supported by grants for Excellent Youth

from the NSFC and AMSS-CAS. Y.C. would like to extend her deepest gratitude to

Prof. Liqun Zhang for his careful guidance.

2. Monotonicity of doubling index

An important tool to study the nodal sets or vainshing order of the eigenfunctions of

elliptic operators is the Almgren’s frequency function or doubling index. In this section,

we recall the monotonicity of doubling index in star-shaped Lipschitz domains.

Definition 2.1. We say a domain Ω is Lipschitz, if there exits r0 > 0 such that for

every x0 ∈ ∂Ω, the boundary patch ∂Ω ∩ Br0(x0), after a rigid transformation, can be

expressed as a Lipschitz graph xn = φ(x′) such that

Br0(x0) ∩ Ω = Br0(x0) ∩
{
x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) = (x′, xn) : xn > φ(x′)

}
(2.1)

and we call r0 the Lipschitz radius of Ω. Moreover, the Lipschitz constants of these

graphs are uniformly bounded by some constant L .

Definition 2.2. We say a connected Lipschitz domain Ω is star-shaped with respect

to some x ∈ Ω if for almost every y ∈ ∂Ω,

(y − x) · n(y) ≥ 0, (2.2)

where n(y) is the outer normal to ∂Ω at y. Alternatively, a Lipschitz domain Ω is

star-shaped with respect to x ∈ Ω if for each y ∈ ∂Ω, the line segment connecting x

and y is entirely contained in Ω.
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Let u be a harmonic function in Ω. Define the doubling index of u in Ω centered at

x ∈ Ω by

Nu(x, r) = log2

´

B(x,2r)∩Ω u2

´

B(x,r)∩Ω u2
.

The following lemma was essentially proved in [5, Lemma 3.1]. We outline the proof

in Appendix.

Lemma 2.3. Let Ω be a Lipschitz domain in Rn. Let x ∈ Ω and R > 0. Assume that

Ω∩B(x, 2R) is star-shaped with respect to x. Suppose u ∈ C(Ω) is a non-zero harmonic

function in Ω ∩ B(x, 2R) and u = 0 on ∂Ω ∩ B(x, 2R). Then for any 0 < s < r < R,

we have

Nu(x, s) ≤ Nu(x, r). (2.3)

We also need a lemma to quantify the propagation of doubling index in star-shaped

domains when the center is shifted.

Lemma 2.4. Let Ω be an n-dimensional Lipschitz domain and 0 ∈ ∂Ω. Let u be a

harmonic function in Ω ∩ BR(0) and u = 0 on ∂Ω ∩ BR(0). Let x ∈ Ω ∩ BR
2

(0).

Suppose that there is an embedded Lipschitz curve γ : [0, 1] → Ω ∩ B(0, R) satisfying

the following conditions:

(i) γ(0) = 0 and γ(1) = x.

(ii) For some 0 < r < 1
4
R and all s ∈ [0, 1], Ω ∩ B(γ(s), 4r) is contained in

Ω ∩ BR∧C1r(0) for some C1 > 1 and is star-shaped with respect to γ(s).

(iii) For some constant C2 > 1, |γ| ≤ C2r.

(iv) Ω ∩ BR(0) is star-shaped with respect to 0.

Then there exists C = C(C1, C2) such that

Nu(x, r) ≤ CNu(0,
1

2
R). (2.4)

Proof. Let R1 := R ∧ C1r. Without loss of generality, we assume
ˆ

Ω∩BR1
(0)

u2 = 1. (2.5)

Let N0 = Nu(0, R1/2). Since Ω ∩ BR(0) is star-shaped with respect to the origin, by

the monotonicity of the doubling index, we have N0 ≤ Nu(0,
1
2
R).
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By the monotonicity of the doubling index again and the assumption (2.5), we can

show
ˆ

Ω∩Br(0)

u2 ≥ exp2(−N0(1 + log2
R1

r
)) ≥ exp2(−N0(1 + log2C1)), (2.6)

where exp2(a) = 2a. Let x1 = γ(s1) for some s1 ∈ (0, 1) and |x1−0| = r. Since B4r(x1)

is star-shaped with respect to x1 (due to (iii)), using the monotonicity of the doubling

index (or the three ball inequality), we have

ˆ

Br(0)∩Ω
u2 ≤

ˆ

B2r(x1)∩Ω
u2

≤
(
ˆ

Br(x1)∩Ω
u2

)1/2( ˆ

B4r(x1)∩Ω
u2

)1/2

≤
(
ˆ

Br(x1)∩Ω
u2

)1/2

,

(2.7)

where we also used the assumptions B4r(x1)∩Ω ⊂ BR1
(0)∩Ω and

´

Ω∩BR1
(0)

u2 = 1. It

follows that
ˆ

Br(x1)∩Ω
u2 ≥

(
ˆ

Br(0)∩Ω
u2

)2

. (2.8)

Now we repeat this process and find a sequence of xj connecting 0 and x with

1 ≤ j ≤ m and xm = x such that |xj − xj−1| = r for j < m and |xm − xm−1| ≤ r. By

(ii), we see that m ≤ |γ|/r ≤ C2. The previous argument yields

ˆ

Br(xj)∩Ω
u2 ≥

(
ˆ

Br(xj−1)∩Ω
u2

)2

, for any 2 ≤ j ≤ m. (2.9)

This together with (2.8) and (2.6) gives

ˆ

Br(x)∩Ω
u2 ≥

(
ˆ

Br(0)∩Ω
u2

)2m

≥ exp2(−N0(1 + log2C1)2
C2). (2.10)

Consequently, by the last estimate and (2.5) (note the fact B2r(x)∩Ω ⊂ BR1
(0)∩Ω ),

we have

Nu(x, r) = log2

´

B2r(x)∩Ω u2

´

Br(x)∩Ω u2
≤ N0(1 + log2C1)2

C2 ≤ CNu(0,
1

2
R). (2.11)

This ends the proof. �
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3. Polytopes

3.1. Geometry of polytopes. A polytope is a geometric object with flat sides (faces),

generalizing the two dimensional polygons and three-dimensional polyhedras to any

number of dimensions. An n-dimensional polytope (as a connected domain) in Rn,

bounded by a finite number of (n−1)-dimensional facets, will be called an n-polytope.

These facets are themselves (n − 1)-polytopes, whose facets are (n − 2)-polytopes

(called ridges), and so forth. These bounding k-polytopes (with 0 ≤ k < n) will be

called k-faces of the original n-polytope. Typically, k-faces arise as the intersection of

(k + 1)-faces. For example, 0-faces are vertices, 1-faces are edges of line segments and

(n− 1)-faces are facets of the original n-polytope.

Let P be a given n-polytope. For each integer j with 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we define Fn−j as

the collection of all (n− j)-faces of P and F n−j as the union of all (n− j)-faces of P .

Let F = ∪n
j=1Fn−j. By the previous definition, for each 2 ≤ j ≤ n, we have

F
n−j ⊂ F

n−j+1, F
n−1 = ∂P.

Moreover, for a given (n − j) face F ∈ Fn−j, we denote by ∂F the boundary of F ,

which consists of (n− j − 1)-faces contained in F n−j−1.

The following is a Euclidean geometric fact of polytopes that characterizes the dis-

tance between points on a given (n− j)-face and other (n−1)-faces not containing the

given face.

Lemma 3.1. Let P be a n-polytope. Then there exists c∗ > 0 such that for any F ∈ F
and G ∈ Fn−1 satisfying F ∩G 6= F (or equivalently F * G), we have

d(x,G) ≥ c∗d(x, ∂F ), for any x ∈ F. (3.1)

Proof. We consider the cases F ∩G 6= ∅ and F ∩G = ∅ separately. When F ∩G 6= ∅,
we have F ∩ G = ∂F ∩ G. A simple geometric observation yields the existence of a

constant cF,G ∈ (0, 1] such that for any x ∈ F

d(x,G) ≥ cF,Gd(x, F ∩G) ≥ cF,Gd(x, ∂F ). (3.2)

On the other hand, we note that the number of faces of P is finite. Hence,

c′ := min{cF,G : F ∈ F , G ∈ Fn−1, F ∩G 6= F, F ∩G 6= ∅} > 0. (3.3)

Thus, we have d(x,G) ≥ c′d(x, ∂F ) in this case.
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When F ∩ G = ∅, we have d(F,G) > 0. Since the number of the pairs under this

condition is finite, we can define

c′′ := min{d(F,G) : F ∈ F , G ∈ Fn−1, F ∩G = ∅} > 0. (3.4)

Consequently, for any x ∈ F , we have

d(x,G) ≥ d(F,G) ≥ c′′ ≥ c′′

diam(P )
d(x, ∂F ). (3.5)

Therefore, combining the above two cases and choosing c∗ = c′ ∧ c′′

diam(P )
, we establish

(3.1). �

3.2. Maximum star-shape radius (MSR). The key to estimate the nodal sets is

to control the doubling index centered at every point in P . Due to the monotonicity

of doubling index in star-shaped regions, it is natural to introduce the maximum star-

shape radius at each point. Precisely, define

R∗(x) = max{r ≥ 0 :the connected component of Br(x) ∩ P

is star-shaped with respect to x} ∧ diam(P ).
(3.6)

The following crucial lemma gives lower bounds of MSR, based essentially on the

geometry of polytopes. In particular, it tells us that the MSR can be large on the

interior portions of any j-faces.

Proposition 3.2. For each point x ∈ P , we have

R∗(x) ≥ d(x,F n−2). (3.7)

In addition, if x ∈ F n−i \ F n−i−1 with i = 2, 3, · · · , n− 1., then

R∗(x) ≥ c∗d(x,F n−i−1), (3.8)

where c∗ > 0 is the constant given in Lemma 3.1. Moreover, if x ∈ F 0, then

R∗(x) ≥ inf
G∈Fn−1,x/∈G

d(x,G) ≥ R0 > 0, (3.9)

for some constant R0 depending on P .

Proof. Let rx = dist(x,F n−2). To show (3.7), it suffices to show that the connected

component of Brx(x) ∩ P is star-shaped. In fact, by the definition of rx, we see that

Brx(x)∩P does not intersect with F n−2 and thus the boundary of Brx(x)∩P consists of

a portion of ∂Brx(x) and flat faces (interior portions of (n−1)-faces). Hence, Brx(x)∩P
is convex and thus star-shaped.
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Now we consider the particular case x ∈ F n−i \F n−i−1 and prove (3.8). Recall that

Fn−i is the collection of all (n − i)-faces. Let Fn−i = {F n−i
j : 1 ≤ j ≤ Nn−i}, where

Nn−i is the number of all (n − i)-faces. Since x /∈ F n−i−1, x is contained in exactly

one (n − i)-face. Without loss of generality, assume x ∈ F n−i
1 . Moreover, due to the

fact ∂F n−i
1 ⊂ F n−i−1,

d(x, ∂F n−i
1 ) ≥ d(x,F n−i−1). (3.10)

Now, for any (n− 1)-face G ∈ Fn−1 not containing F n−i
1 , by Lemma 3.1,

dist(x,G) ≥ c∗d(x, ∂F n−i
1 ) ≥ c∗d(x,F n−i−1). (3.11)

Let rn−i−1
x := d(x,F n−i−1). Hence, (3.11) implies that B(x, c∗rn−i−1

x ) does not intersect

with any (n− 1)-faces not containing F n−i
1 . This further implies

B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x ) ∩ ∂P = B(x, c∗rn−i−1

x ) ∩
⋃

F∈Fn−1,x∈F
F. (3.12)

Next we claim that B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x ) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to x. Notice that

∂(B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x ) ∩ P ) =

(
∂B(x, c∗rn−i−1

x ) ∩ P
)⋃(

B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x ) ∩ ∂P

)
. (3.13)

It suffices to show that for any y ∈ ∂(B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x ) ∩ P ), we have n(y) · (y − x) ≥ 0,

where n(y) is the outward normal of B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x )∩P at y. In view of (3.13), we have

two cases. If y ∈ ∂B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x ) ∩ P , then n(y) has the same direction as y − x and

thus n(y)·(y−x) > 0. If y ∈ B(x, c∗rn−i−1
x )∩∂P , then by (3.12), y ∈ B(x, c∗rn−i−1

x )∩F
for some F ∈ Fn−1 and x ∈ F . Since F is a portion of a hyperplane, y−x is contained

in the hyperplane and n(y) (exists a.e.) is perpendicular to the hyperplane. Thus

n(y) · (y − x) = 0. Thus the two cases combined lead to the claim.

The above claim then implies

R∗(x) ≥ c∗rn−i−1
x = c∗d(x,F n−i−1), (3.14)

as desired.

Finally, if x ∈ F 0 and r0x = infG∈Fn−1,x/∈G d(x,G) > 0, then

B(x, r0x) ∩ ∂P = B(x, r0x) ∩
⋃

F∈Fn−1,x∈F
F. (3.15)

Following the same argument as before, we can show that B(x, r0x) ∩ P is star-shaped

and R∗(x) ≥ r0x. Since x ∈ F 0 is a vertex of P and P has a finite number of vertices,

then r0x ≥ R0 for some constant R0 > 0. �
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The next lemma shows that the boundary of a bounded n-polytope can be covered

by a finite number of star-shaped subdomains.

Proposition 3.3. Let P be a bounded n-polytope and R0 given as Proposition 3.2.

Then for a fixed r0 ≤ R0, there exist finite number of balls {B(xk,j, (
1
32
c∗)kc∗r0) : j ∈

{1, 2, · · · ,Mk}}{k=0,1,··· ,n−1} with finite overlaps satisfying

(i) x0,j ∈ F 0 and xk,j ∈ F k \ F k−1 for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

(ii) For each k and j, P ∩ B(xk,j, (
1
32
c∗)kc∗r0) is star-shaped with respect to xk,j.

(iii)

∂P ⊂
n−1⋃

k=0

Mk⋃

j=1

B(xk,j, 2(
1

32
c∗)k+1r0). (3.16)

Proof. Let x0,j (1 ≤ j ≤ M0) be the vertices in F 0. By (3.9), B(x0,j , c
∗r0) ∩ P is

star-shaped with respect to x0,j for each j. Let

F
1
int = F

1 \B(F 0,
1

32
c∗r0). (3.17)

Since F 1
int is compact, we can find a finite number of balls B(x1,j ,

1
32
(c∗)2r0) (with finite

overlaps) centered on F 1
int ⊂ F 1 \ F 0 such that

F
1
int ⊂

M1⋃

j=1

B(x1,j , (
1

32
c∗)2r0). (3.18)

Combining (3.17) and (3.18), we have

F
1 ⊂ B(F 1, (

1

32
c∗)2r0) ⊂

1⋃

k=0

Mk⋃

j=1

B(xk,j, 2(
1

32
c∗)k+1r0). (3.19)

We claim that B(x1,j ,
1
32
(c∗)2r0) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to x1,j . Indeed, by

(3.17), dist(x1,j ,F
0) ≥ 1

32
c∗r0. Then by (3.8), we have R∗(x1,j) ≥ 1

32
(c∗)2r0. This

means that B(x1,j ,
1
32
(c∗)2r0) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to x1,j . Hence, we have

proved (i) and (ii) for k = 1.

Now consider k = 2. Let

F
2
int = F

2 \B(F 1, (
1

32
c∗)2r0). (3.20)
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Since F 2
int is compact, we can find finite number of balls B(x2,j , (

1
32
c∗)2c∗r0) centered

on F 2
int ⊂ F 2 \ F 1 such that

F
2
int ⊂

M2⋃

j=1

B(x2,j , (
1

32
c∗)3r0). (3.21)

Then, doubling the radius of the balls, we have

F
2 ⊂ B(F 2, (

1

32
c∗)3r0) ⊂

2⋃

k=0

Mk⋃

j=1

B(xk,j, 2(
1

32
c∗)k+1r0). (3.22)

By the same reason as before, we can show that B(x2,j , (
1
32
c∗)2c∗r0)∩P is star-shaped

with respect to x2,j .

Repeating this process, we find a sequence of balls B(xk,j , (
1
32
c∗)kc∗r0) with xk,j ∈

F k \ F k−1 such that B(xk,j, (
1
32
c∗)kc∗r0) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to xk,j and

F
i ⊂ B(F i, (

1

32
c∗)i+1r0) ⊂

i⋃

k=0

Mk⋃

j=1

B(xk,j, 2(
1

32
c∗)k+1r0). (3.23)

for every i = 1, 2, · · · , n − 1. The proves (i) and (ii) for every k ≤ n − 1, while (iii)

follows from (3.23) with i = n− 1 and the fact ∂P = F n−1. �

The following lemma shows that the MSR does not decrease rapidly if the center

moves nontangentially from a boundary point to the interior points.

Lemma 3.4. Let Br0/2(0) ∩ P be given as in (2.1) (up to a rigid transformation) and

x ∈ Br0/2(0) ∩ P . Let R∗∗(x) := R∗(x) ∧ 1
4
r0. Then for any t ∈ (0, 1

2
R∗∗(x)], we have

R∗(x+ ten) ≥ 1
2
R∗∗(x).

Proof. Since R∗∗(x) ≤ R∗(x), B(x,R∗∗(x)) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to x. This

implies for any y ∈ B(x,R∗∗(x)) ∩ ∂P ,

n(y) · (y − x) ≥ 0. (3.24)

Note that for any t ∈ (0, 1
2
R∗∗(x)], B(x+ ten,

1
2
R∗∗(x)) ⊂ B(x,R∗∗(x)). Thus, for any

y ∈ B(x+ ten,
1
2
R∗∗(x)) ∩ ∂P ,

n(y) · (y − (x+ ten)) = n(y) · (y − x)− tn(y) · en ≥ −tn(y) · en ≥ 0, (3.25)

where the last estimate uses the fact n(y)·en ≤ 0. This implies that B(x+ten,
1
2
R∗∗(x))

is star-shaped with respect to x+ ten and thus R∗(x+ ten) ≥ 1
2
R∗∗(x). �
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4. Uniform bound of doubling index

In this section, we prove a crucial lemma that is used to control the doubling index

in a star-shaped subdomain of a polytope.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that Ω = Br0(0) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to 0. Let u be a

harmonic function in Ω with u = 0 on Br0(0) ∩ ∂P . Then there exist c1 = c1(L) > 0

such that for any x ∈ Br0/8(0) ∩ P and any 0 < r < c1{R∗(x) ∧ 1
4
r0},

Nu(x, r) ≤ CNu(0,
1

2
r0). (4.1)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that Br0(0)∩P is given as in (2.1) above

a Lipschitz graph. Let c ≤ 1
4
be a small number. Fix x ∈ Br0/8(0) ∩ P . If cr0 ≤

R∗∗(x) := R∗(x) ∧ 1
4
r0, then by Lemma 3.4, for any 0 < t ≤ 1

2
R∗∗(x),

R∗(x+ ten) ≥
1

2
R∗∗(x). (4.2)

Since Br0(0) ∩ P is star-shaped, then by Lemma 3.4 again, for any 0 < t ≤ 1
2
r0,

R∗(0 + ten) ≥
1

2
r0. (4.3)

Recall that Br0(0)∩ P is star-shaped with respect to the origin, then the line segment

connecting x and 0 is contained in Br0(0)∩P (above the boundary graph). As a simple

geometric observation, the line segment connecting x+ 1
2
R∗∗(x)en to 0+ 1

2
R∗∗(x)en has

a distance at least 1
2
ℓ0R

∗∗(x) away from the boundary, where

ℓ0 =
1√

1 + L2
. (4.4)

Combining this line segment with the vertical line segments from x to x+ 1
2
R∗∗(x)en and

from 0+ 1
2
R∗∗(x)en to 0, we obtain a Lipschitz curve connecting x and 0. Moreover, the

Lipschitz curve is contained in Br0(0)∩ P and B 1

2
ℓ0R∗∗(x)(y)∩ P is star-shaped for any

y on the Lipschitz curve. Also the length of the curve is bounded by Cr0 ≤ C1R
∗∗(x).

Then by Lemma 2.4, we have

Nu(x,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗∗(x)) ≤ CNu(0,
1

2
r0), (4.5)

where C depends on c and L. If cr0 ≤ R∗(x) ≤ 1
4
r0, then the above argument also im-

plies Nu(x,
1
8
ℓ0R

∗(x)) ≤ CNu(0,
1
2
r0). This typical argument will be applied repeatedly

below.

Now we consider the case R∗(x) < cr0 with sufficiently small c > 0.
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Let π(x) ∈ ∂P be the vertical projection of x onto ∂P . Thus x = π(x)+en|π(x)−x|.
We set zn−1 = π(x). Let zn−2 be the closest point to zn−1 from F n−2 ∩ Br0/2(0). In

general, let zn−j be the closest point to zn−j+1 from F n−j ∩ Br0/2(0), until either one

of the following two cases happens.

Case 1: for some 2 ≤ j0 ≤ n, zn−j0 does not exist in F n−j0 ∩ Br0/2(0), i.e., F n−j0 ∩
Br0/2(0) = ∅.

Case 2: all zn−j exist for 2 ≤ j ≤ n.

Clearly, if Case 1 does not happen, then Case 2 must happen.

For case 1, we claim that there exists c′ > 0 and some j with 2 ≤ j < j0 such

that R∗(zn−j) ≥ c′r0. Actually, if zn−j0+1 ∈ Br0/4(0), then R∗(zn−j0+1) >
1
4
c∗r0 due to

(3.8) and the fact that zn−j0 does not exist in Br0/2(0). Now we consider the situation

zn−j0+1 /∈ Br0/4(0), then

1

8
r0 < |zn−1 − zn−j0+1| ≤

j0−2∑

j=1

|zn−j − zn−j−1|. (4.6)

The pigeonhole principle implies that there exists at least one j with 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 − 2

such that

|zn−j − zn−j−1| ≥
1

8n
r0. (4.7)

Consequently, by (3.8), we have R∗(zn−j) ≥ c′r0.

For Case 2, thanks to (3.9), we also have R∗(z0) ≥ c′r0 for some possibly different

c′ > 0. Combining both cases, without loss of generality, we may assume that the

integer js with 1 ≤ js ≤ j0 is the smallest integer such that R∗(zn−js) ≥ c′r0.

Next, we will develop a procedure to bound the doubling index through the sequence

of points zn−j with a stopping time before reaching j = js. Let 1 ≤ k1 ≤ js be the

smallest integer such that

R∗(zn−k1) > 32ℓ−1
0 |zn−k1 − x| and R∗(zn−k1) > 32ℓ−1

0 R∗(x). (4.8)

We temporarily assume that such k1 exists. Then we show that there exists C > 0

such that

N(x,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(x)) ≤ CN(zn−k1 ,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(zn−k1)). (4.9)



THE SHARP ESTIMATE OF NODAL SETS IN POLYTOPES 13

In fact, by the selection of k1 and (3.8), for each 1 ≤ j < k1

c∗|zn−j−1 − x| − c∗|zn−j − x| ≤ c∗|zn−j − zn−j−1|
≤ R∗(zn−j)

≤ 32ℓ−1
0 |zn−j − x| + 32ℓ−1

0 R∗(x).

(4.10)

Thus

|zn−j−1 − x| ≤ 32ℓ−1
0 + c∗

c∗
|zn−j − x|+ 32ℓ−1

0

c∗
R∗(x). (4.11)

It follows by an iteration that

|zn−k1 − x| ≤ C(n, L)R∗(x). (4.12)

By this and the assumption (4.8), and a similar argument as before, we can find a

Lipschitz curve contained in B(zn−k1 , |x− zn−k1 |+R∗(x)) ∩ P connecting x and zn−k1

whose length is comparable to |x − zn−k1| + R∗(x) . R∗(x) (by (4.12)). Moreover,

P ∩ B(y, 1
2
ℓ0R

∗(x)) is star-shaped for all y on the Lipschitz curve. Thus (4.9) follows

from Lemma 2.4, provided that k1 exists. We point out that the particular constant

32ℓ−1
0 in (4.8) guarantees that the condition (iii) in Lemma 2.4 is satisfied with R =

1
4
ℓ0R

∗(zn−k1) and r = 1
8
ℓ0R

∗(x).

On the other hand, if k1 does not exist, then we can show R∗(x) ≥ cr0 for some

small c > 0. Actually, if k1 does not exist, then for any 1 ≤ j ≤ js, we have

R∗(zn−j) ≤ 32ℓ−1
0 |zn−j − x| or R∗(zn−j) ≤ 32ℓ−1

0 R∗(x). (4.13)

Consider j = 1. A simple geometric observation implies

|zn−1 − x| = |π(x)− x| ≤ CR∗(x). (4.14)

Thus, either case in (4.13) with j = 1 gives

R∗(zn−1) ≤ CR∗(x). (4.15)

Then consider j = 2 in (4.13). By (4.14), (4.15) and (3.8), we have

|zn−2 − x| ≤ |zn−1 − x| + |zn−2 − zn−1| ≤ CR∗(x) +
1

c∗
R∗(zn−1) ≤ CR∗(x). (4.16)

Hence, (4.13) with j = 2 gives

R∗(zn−2) ≤ CR∗(x). (4.17)

Repeating this argument until j = js, we get R∗(zn−js) ≤ CR∗(x) for some large

C > 0. But since we know by our construction that R∗(zn−js) ≥ c′r0. Then we must
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have R∗(x) ≥ cr0 for some small c > 0. This situation has been solved at the beginning

of the proof.

We only need to continue with the case when k1 exists. If k1 = js, we stop since

R∗(zn−k1) ≥ c′r0. Otherwise, let k2 with k1 < k2 ≤ js be the smallest integer such that

R∗(zn−k2) > 32ℓ−1
0 |zn−k2 − zn−k1 | and R∗(zn−k2) > 32ℓ−1

0 R∗(zn−k1). (4.18)

Again, if k2 does not exist, we can show by a similar argument that R∗(zn−k2) ≥ cr0.

In this case, we have

Nu(zn−k1 ,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(zn−k1)) ≤ CNu(0,
1

2
r0), (4.19)

which together with (4.9) gives (4.1).

It remains to consider the case when k2 exists. Applying a similar argument as

before, we have

Nu(zn−k1,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(zn−k1)) ≤ CNu(zn−k2 ,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(zn−k2)). (4.20)

Repeating this process until km+1 does not exist or km = js, we get a sequence of ki,

1 ≤ i ≤ m, with R∗(zn−km) ≥ cr0. Moreover, it holds for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1

Nu(zn−ki,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(zn−ki)) ≤ CNu(zn−ki+1
,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(zn−ki+1
)), (4.21)

and

Nu(zn−km ,
1

8
ℓ0R

∗(zn−km)) ≤ CNu(0,
1

2
r0). (4.22)

Finally, the last two estimates combined with (4.9) imply the desired estimate. �

5. Estimates of nodal sets

5.1. Nodal sets of harmonic functions. We first recall the well-known interior

estimate of nodal sets over a flat boundary [1, 6].

Lemma 5.1. Let x ∈ {y = (y′, yn) : yn ≥ 0}. Let u be a non-zero harmonic function

in B8r(x) ∩ {yn > 0} for some r > 0 and u = 0 on B8r(x) ∩ {yn = 0}. There exists C

depending only on n such that

Hn−1(Z(u) ∩Br(x)) ≤ C(Nu(x, 4r) + 1)rn−1. (5.1)

With the above lemma, we can obtain the estimate of nodal sets for harmonic func-

tions in a star-shaped subdomain of a polytope.
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Theorem 5.2. Under the same assumption of Lemma 4.1, we have

Hn−1(z(u) ∩ P ∩B(0,
1

8
r0)) ≤ C(Nu(0,

1

2
r0) + 1)rn−1

0 . (5.2)

Proof. Let us define Ek as follows:

Ek =
{
y ∈ B(0,

1

8
r0) ∩ P : 2−kr0 < d(y,F n−2) ≤ 2−k+1r0

}
, k = 1, 2, 3, · · · (5.3)

Then

B(0,
1

8
r0) ∩ P =

∞⋃

k=1

Ek. (5.4)

Fix k ≥ 1. By (3.7), for each x ∈ Ek, R
∗(x) ≥ 2−kr0. We can cover Ek by a finite

number of balls B(xj , 2
−k−2r0) with bounded overlaps such that xj ∈ Ek and

Ek ⊂
⋃

j

B(xj , c12
−k−5r0) ∩ P, (5.5)

where c1 is the constant given in Lemma 4.1. The number of these balls is bounded by

C2(n−2)k since F n−2 is (n−2)-dimensional. Since d(xj ,F
n−2) ≥ 2−kr0, B(xj , 2

−k−2r0)

does not intersect with F n−2. Thus B(xj , 2
−k−2r0) ∩ ∂P is an empty set or a portion

of a flat plane. Hence, we can apply Lemma 5.1 to get

Hn−1(Z(u) ∩B(xj , c12
−k−5r0) ∩ P ) ≤ C(Nu(xj , c12

−k−3r0) + 1)(2−k−5r0)
n−1. (5.6)

Since R∗(xj) ≥ 2−kr0, then by Lemma 4.1,

Nu(xj , c12
−k−3r0) ≤ Nu(xj , c1(R

∗(xj) ∧
1

4
r0)) ≤ CNu(0,

1

2
r0). (5.7)

It follows that

Hn−1(Z(u) ∩ Ek) ≤
∑

j

Hn−1(Z(u) ∩ B(xj , c12
−k−5r0) ∩ P )

≤ C
∑

j

(Nu(xj , c12
−k−3r0) + 1)2−(k+5)(n−1)rn−1

0

≤ C2(n−2)k(Nu(0,
1

2
r0) + 1)2−(k+5)(n−1)rn−1

0

≤ C(Nu(0,
1

2
r0) + 1)2−krn−1

0 .

(5.8)

Summing over k ≥ 1, we obtain (5.2). �
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5.2. Dirichlet eigenfunctions. Let P be a bounded Lipschitz polytope. Let ϕλ be

the Dirichlet eigenfunction of −∆ corresponding to the eigenvalue λ > 0, namely,

−∆ϕλ = λϕλ in P and ϕλ = 0 on ∂P . Let

uλ(x, t) = et
√
λϕλ(x). (5.9)

Then uλ is harmonic in P̃ := P × R and uλ = 0 on ∂P̃ = ∂P × R.

The next lemma gives an upper bound of the doubling index for uλ at large scales.

Lemma 5.3. Let P be a bounded Lipschitz polytope as above. Let uλ be the harmonic

extension in P̃ of the Dirichlet eigenfunction ϕλ given by (5.9). There exists r1 =

r1(P ) > 0 such that if (x, t) ∈ P̃ and 0 < r < r1,−1 < t < 1 , then Nuλ
((x, t), r) ≤

Cr

√
λ, where Cr depends only on r and P.

The proof of the above lemma is standard. We refer to [12] for a proof in general

Lipschitz domains and to [1, 2] for smooth domains. The details are skipped.

Finally , we prove Theorem 1.1 .

Proof of Theorem 1.1. To estimate the nodal set of ϕλ in P , it suffices to estimate the

nodal set of uλ in P × (−δ, δ) for some small δ > 0 (independent of λ).

We need the following property: if B(x, r) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to x,

then B((x, 0), r) ∩ P̃ is star-shaped with respect to (x, 0). Note that y ∈ ∂P if and

only if (y, t) ∈ ∂P̃ . Assume B(x, r) ∩ P is star-shaped with respect to x. To show

B((x, 0), r) ∩ P̃ is star-shaped with respect to (x, 0), we consider a point (y, s) ∈
B((x, 0), r) ∩ ∂P̃ . Note that this implies y ∈ B(x, r) ∩ ∂P . Since B(x, r) ∩ P is

star-shaped with respect to x and by the definition, for any y ∈ B(x, r)∩ ∂P , we have

(y − x) · n(y) ≥ 0. (5.10)

Observe that the outer normal of (y, s) ∈ ∂P̃ is (n(y), 0). Then it is easy to verify

((y, s)− (x, 0)) · (n(y), 0) = (y − x) · n(y) ≥ 0. (5.11)

Since (y, s) ∈ B((x, 0), r) ∩ ∂P̃ is arbitrary, we see that B((x, 0), r) ∩ P̃ is star-shaped

with respect to (x, 0). The property is proved.

Recall the partition of ∂P in Proposition 3.3, i.e., there exists {xk,j} ⊂ ∂P such that

∂P ⊂
n−1⋃

k=0

Mk⋃

j=1

B(xk,j, 2(
1

32
c∗)k+1r0). (5.12)
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Moreover, B(xk,j, (
1
32
c∗)kc∗r0)∩P is star-shaped. Thus by the previous property, the ex-

tended subdomains B((xk,j, 0), (
1
32
c∗)kc∗r0)∩P̃ are star-shaped with respect to (xk,j, 0).

In addition, for some δ1 > 0, we have

B(∂P × {0}, δ1) ∩ P̃ ⊂
n−1⋃

k=0

Mk⋃

j=1

B((xk,j, 0), 4(
1

32
c∗)k+1r0) ∩ P̃ . (5.13)

Lemma 5.3 indicates that

Nuλ
((xk,j, 0),

1

2
(
1

32
c∗)kc∗r0) ≤ C

√
λ. (5.14)

By Theorem 5.2 (with r0 replaced by 32( 1
32
c∗)k+1r0 = ( 1

32
c∗)kc∗r0), we have

Hn(B((xk,j, 0), 4(
1

32
c∗)k+1r0) ∩ P̃ ∩ Z(uλ))

≤ C(Nuλ
((xk,j, 0), 16(

1

32
c∗)k+1r0) + 1)rn0

≤ C
√
λrn0 ,

(5.15)

where we also used (5.14) in the last inequality. By (5.13) and the fact Mk is bounded

by a constant depending on P and r0,

Hn(B(∂P × {0}, δ1) ∩ P̃ ∩ Z(uλ)) ≤ C
√
λ. (5.16)

Let Pδ = B(∂P, δ) ∩ P . By a simple geometric observation, there exists δ > 0 such

that

Pδ × (−δ, δ) ⊂ B(∂P × {0}, δ1) ∩ P̃ . (5.17)

Therefore,

Hn(Pδ × (−δ, δ) ∩ Z(uλ)) ≤ C
√
λ. (5.18)

On the other hand, since (P \ Pδ) × (−δ, δ) is an interior region away from the

boundary ∂P̃ , by the interior estimate of the nodal set in Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.3

(combined with a partition of interior balls),

Hn((P \ Pδ)× (−δ, δ) ∩ Z(uλ)) ≤ C
√
λ. (5.19)

It follows that

Hn(P × (−δ, δ) ∩ Z(uλ)) ≤ C
√
λ. (5.20)

Consequently, due to (5.9),

Hn−1(P ∩ Z(ϕλ)) = (2δ)−1Hn(P × (−δ, δ) ∩ Z(uλ)) ≤ C
√
λ. (5.21)

This proves the main theorem. �
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Appendix A. Outline of the proof of Lemma 2.3

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume x = 0 ∈ Ω. Consider a harmonic function u

defined in B2R(0)∩Ω satisfying the Dirichlet boundary condition u = 0 on B2R(0)∩∂Ω.
Step 1: Monotonicity of Almgren’s frequency function in star-shaped domains. For

r ∈ (0, 2R), define

H(r) =

ˆ

∂Br(0)∩Ω
u2dσ,

D(r) =

ˆ

Br(0)

|∇u|2,

where dσ denotes the surface measure. The Almgren’s frequency function of u centered

at 0 is given by

βu(r) = βu(0, r) =
rD(r)

H(r)
. (A.1)

It can be shown that βu(r) is nondecreasing in r ∈ (0, 2R), provided that B2R(0) ∩ Ω

is star-shaped with respect to the center 0. A rigorous proof can be found in [5].

Step 2: Monotonicity of the doubling index. The relation between H(r) and the

frequency function is given by

H ′(r)

H(r)
− n− 1

r
=

2

r
βu(r). (A.2)

Integrating (A.2) over r ∈ (r1, r2) ⊂ (0, 2R), we obtain

log
H(r2)

H(r1)
− (n− 1) log

r2
r1

= 2

ˆ r2

r1

βu(r)

r
dr (A.3)

Taking r1 = t and r2 = 2t in the above identity and using the monotonicity of the

frequency function in Step 1, we derive from (A.3) that H(2t)/H(t) is nondecreasing

in t ∈ (0, R). Therefore, for any 0 < τ < t < R,

H(2τ)

H(τ)
≤ H(2t)

H(t)
. (A.4)

Equivalently,

H(2τ)H(t) ≤ H(τ)H(2t). (A.5)

Fix s and r such that 0 < s < r < R and let τ ∈ (0, s) and t ∈ (s, r). Integrating (A.5)

in τ ∈ (0, s) and in t ∈ (s, r), we have
ˆ

B2s∩Ω
u2

ˆ

Br\Bs∩Ω
u2 ≤

ˆ

Bs∩Ω
u2

ˆ

B2r\B2s∩Ω
u2. (A.6)
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Adding
´

B2s∩Ω u2
´

Bs∩Ω u2 on both sides, we get

ˆ

B2s∩Ω
u2

ˆ

Br∩Ω
u2 ≤

ˆ

Bs∩Ω
u2

ˆ

B2r∩Ω
u2. (A.7)

This implies (2.3) as desired. �
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